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COMMENTS ON THE 2011 SEIR DRAFT AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS 77}/

John Oates

Miners Alliance Board Member and Co-founder
P.O. Box # 991811

Redding, Calif., 96009

Section 1-Intorduction

This draft is even more flawed than the first insipid attempt to draft a comprehensive
EIR. Much more added hyperbole, misdirection and flat out falsifications. Mercury tests,
hypothetical, that would make even a 1% year lab student cringe as total lack of scientific
process and mandatory procedures in both EPA mandated sampling protocol and
analytical lab process. Filled with you could---you might—and you have the capability??
I intend to completely blow this insanity off the map with exacting facts, figures, real
studies , and statistics gleaned from state and federal files. There is nothing like beating
the enemy in the head with their own documents. And yes after 50+ years of fantastic
relations with CDFG the current situation has ruined my long standing support.

The second alternative, the return to the tried and true 1994 regulations and the adding
of currently listed animals on the Federal endangered species list would legally satisfy
both the Alameda court and SB 670 mandate. By no means would any other alternative
be acceptable, legal or certifiable by the Secretary of The State or the Office of
Administrative Law. I am thusly ready, willing and able to prove the question is NOT “ Is
dredging deleterious to fish” but are gill nets, fishermen, hunters and the CDFG insane
policies deleterious to fish. And that dredgers are only the first group of outdoor users
who will be mandated "GUILTY TILL PROVEN INNOCENT EVEN IN THE FACE
OF THE LEGALLY BINDING 16 YEAR OLD PROVEN 1994 EIR. Given 4-5 years
and millions of dollars to cook up tainted evidence has failed miserably, even the comic
book called a dredgers survey is a lesson in absurdities.

Dredge SEASON proposal;

This insane 14 days a year , not within 3" of any bank or bar within any wetted
parameter is total insanity. The below the wetted riparian habitat has worked since 68
when dredge permits were first introduced and cover all needs now as then.

These closures constitute a legal takings under the law. Let’s do the math of this
absurdity. The waters of California will be restricted to 1% of the prior areas open and
4% of the before mentioned time constraints also. Your proposal would leave %2 the 1%
open during winter flows and snow and the other open areas when bone dry in the
summer. Of the remaining 2% open 50% of that, is in waters devoid of gold, which % of
1% open for 14 days a year. You are thus highly concentrating user actions and thus
causing concentrated damage within a miniscule area. Biggest mistake CDFG makes in
all forms of user conditions and controls is the usage concentration thus doing
considerable more damage-continued later in MUCH more detail. Furthermore, a large
segment of the non gold bearing areas are within the coastal ranges where mercury
concentration far outstrip all the contamination levels in the old Motherlode region.
Please see exhibit #1. Please see State Geology report #191 ON MERCURY MINING IN
CALIFORNIA also pictures and text included as exhibit #1 . California just happens to
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F1Gure 38. Mercury districts in California.
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having ore bodies in rocks o%ﬁw than silica-carbonate or Franciscan
sedimentary rock, nwccumr both are present in the area. The major
structure in the New Idria district consists of a pluglike mass of
serpentine and Franciscan graywacke pushed up through shale and
sandstone of the Panoche Formation (Upper Cretaceous) and Terti-
ary sedimentary rocks. The margins of the plug are steep faults which
&% away from the central core, except in the New Idria mine area,
where the contact dips inward to form the New Idria thrust fault.
Beneath the New Idria thrust fault, the upper shales of the Panoche
are crumpled and overturned; in some m%mn@m highly broken Fran-
ciscan sandstone and, in other places, serpentine lie above the fault.
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1he ore bodies occur chiefly in altered and indurated Panoche H.h%m
swnenth the thrust fault, and irregularities in the plane of the fault
juve closely controlled zones of amMcmEos. Cinnabar fills open spaces,
forming veins and stockworks, and rich ore formed where the fractur-
i was most intensive. Some ore also oceurs in the altered Franciscan
tocks and in silica-carbonate rock. Known ore extends in places
through a vertical range of more than 1,400 feet and a horizontal
apan of about ten miles. One ore body was 300 feet long, 25 to 150
foal. thick, and extended through a depth of 800 feet. This ore shoot
secupied a steep inverted trough at the intersection of the New Idria
thrust fault with a tear fault. )

o other mines of the Coast Ranges are too numerous to be dis-
vumsed individually here, but reports on essentially all of them have
lwon published (see references at the end of this article). Although
formed under similar geologic conditions, the deposits show marked
difforences in the character, size, grade, and distribution of the ore
hodies largely because of the diversity of rocks in which they formed.

The relatively few mercury mines in California that are outside of
the Coast Ranges province are even less similar. The only large one
in the Altoona mine in the Klamath Mountains, which has yielded
ut 35,000 flasks. The mine is in porphyritic diorite and serpentine
1 of which are intensely pzmum% and replaced by quartz and car-
ate. Three major faults traverse the area, and cinnabar and some
native mercury form irregular ore bodies in and near the fault mo:m.m.s
Ore shoots average 5 feet in . width, extend along the strike
100 to 300 feet, and down the dip for as much as 300 feet. The av-
orage grade has been about 1 percent mercury.

The Walibu (Cuddeback) mine, 10 miles northwest of Tehachapi ir
Kern County, exploits the southernmost of several small mercury oc-
currences in the Sierra Nevada province. Here, mercury ore oceurs
in a rhyolite dike which has intruded the granitic rocks of the Sierrs
Nevada batholith. Cinnabar encrusts fracture walls, fills small brec.
cia veins, and is disseminated as minute crystals through the more
altered rhyolite. .

Farther east, in the Great Basin Province, small amounts of mercury
have been obtained from Recent hot-spring deposits in the Coso dis
trict of southwestern Inyo County. These mercury deposits consist o
small irregular cinnabar veins in silicified and kaolinized tuff anc
granite. Near Tustin, Orange County, cinnabar and native mercury
are associated with small veins of barite in country rock of Tertiary
sandstone.

One may expect that California will continue to provide most of the
mercury recovered in the United States. Although known and indi
cated reserves are only sufficient to sustain production for a few
years, the history of the industry indicates that with the price o:
mercury high enough to stimulate exploration, as it was in mid-1965
new ore bodies will be sought and discovered. Although most of thes
will be satellitic to known deposits, new exploration techniques in
volving geochemical mmﬁv:swu or the use of the recently developec
mercury detectors may be able to locate wholly new areas with suffi
cient mercury concentration to be minable at the high prices likely t«
prevail in the years to come.







